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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Reconsideration filed on 9/20/05. 
This action is made final. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-10, 12-66, and 68-131 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Grefenstette et al., US# 2003/0069877 A1 , in view of Brady, US# 
2004/0088318 A1. 

As per claims 1,18, 44, and 46-47 Grefenstette et al. teaches "extracting at least 
one query key . . ." (see page 33, paragraphs [0483]-[0484]) "at least one query result 
from at least one data source" (see page 13, paragraphs [0238]-[0241]) "evaluating the 
received at least one query result; and displaying at least one received query result" 
(see page 1 3, paragraph [0237]-[0238]) "wherein extracting, querying, receiving . . ." 
(see page 6, paragraph [0151]-[0154]). Grefenstette et al. does not explicitly tech 
"responsive to a connection with at least one data source being available per-fetching at 
least one query . . . asynchronously with respect to user interaction with the primary 
document . . . without regard to whether a connection with a data source is available." 
Brady teaches "responsive to a connection with at least one data source being available 
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per-fetching at least one query . . . asynchronously with respect to user interaction with 
the primary document . . . without regard to whether a connection with a data source is 
available" (see paragraph [01 14] and [0302]). It would have been obvious at the time of 
the invention for one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the teachings of 
Grefenstette and Bady because using the steps of "responsive to a connection with at 
least one data source being available per-fetching at least one query . . . 
asynchronously with respect to user interaction with the primary document . . . without 
regard to whether a connection with a data source is available" would have giving those 
skilled in the art the tools to gather information whether the system is on or off-line. This 
gives users the advantage of retrieving data from sources when they are unavailable. 

As per claims 2, 4, and 26 Grefenstette et al. teaches "receiving the primary 
document . . . displaying at least . . ." (see page 27, paragraphs [0405]-[406] and page 
28, paragraph [0417]). 

As per claim 3, Grefenstette et al. teaches "accessing the primary document . . ." 
(see page 13, paragraphs [0232]-[0234]). 

As per claims 5, 7, 9, and 18 Grefenstette et al. teaches "an electronic 
communication" (see page 6, paragraphs [0151]-[0152]). 

As per claims 6, 8, and 10 Grefenstette et al. teaches "an e-mail message" (see 
page 9, paragraphs [0192]). 

As per claims 16-17, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claim 1 and is similarly rejected. 
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As per claim 12, Grefenstette et al. teaches "storing the evaluated at least one 
query result" (see page 1 4, paragraph [0250] and [0255]) "displaying the retrieved at 
least one query result" (see page 41, paragraphs [0571]-[0572]). 

As per claim 13, this claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claims 1 and 12 and is similarly rejected including 
the following: 

- Grefenstette et al. "displaying a preview of at least one query result . . 
.receiving a selection of one of the previewed items . . ." (see page 41, paragraph 
[0571]). 

As per claims 14-15, Grefenstette et al. " teaches "retrieving the item from a 
cache" (see page 41 , paragraphs [0578]-[0579]). 

As per claims 19 and 22, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to 
the arguments given above for rejected claims 5-6 and are similarly rejected. 

As per claim 20, this claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claims 5-6 and is similarly rejected including the 
following: 

- Grefenstette et al. teaches "transmitting across a firewall" (see page 2, 
paragraph [0014] and page 1, paragraph [0013]). 

As per claims 21 and 23, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to 
the arguments given above for rejected claim19 and are similarly rejected claim 5-6 and 
is similarly rejected including the following: 

-Grefenstette et al. teaches "XML-encoded ..." (see page 5, paragraph 
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[0144]). 

As per claim 24, this claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claim 1 and is similarly rejected including the 
following: 

-- Grefenstette et al. teaches "at least one information appliance" (see page 5, 
page [0144] i.e. "standards"). 

As per claim 25, Grefenstette et al. teaches "a visitor kiosk; a meeting recorder; a 
presentation recorder ... a document management device" (see fig. 55 — sheet 55 of 
69, i.e. interface). 

As per claim 27, Grefenstette et al. teaches "whether the query result has 
previously been displayed" (see page 28, paragraphs [0418]-[0419] and page 29, 
paragraph [0435]). 

As per claims 28-29 and 37-38, these claims are rejected on grounds 
corresponding to the arguments given above for rejected claim 2 and is similarly 
rejected including the following: 

~ Grefenstette et al. teaches "displaying at least one received query result . . 
.determination indicating that the query result is sufficiently relevant" (see page 17, 
paragraphs [0282]-[0283]). 

As per claims 30-31 , these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claim 1 and are similarly rejected including the 
following: 
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- Grefenstette et al. teaches "querying at least one data source with at least one 
secondary query key . . ." (see page 33, paragraphs [0483]-[0485]). 

As per claim 32, Grefenstette et al. teaches "displaying at least one received 
query . . . currently active software application" (see page 12, paragraphs [0220]- 
[0222]). 

As per claims 33-35 and 55, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding 
to the arguments given above for rejected claim 1 and is similarly rejected. 

--Grefenstette et al. teaches "displaying the query result in a sidebar plane 
adjacent to a currently active on-screen window" (see page 12, paragraphs [0219]- 
[2220]). 

As per claims 36 and 56, Grefenstette et al. teaches "query result comprises a 
hyperlink to a resource . . ." (see pages 12-13, paragraph [0230]). 

As per claim 39, Grefenstette et al. teaches "query results is performed 
responsive to the context of the query key in the primary document" (see page 13, 
paragraphs [0238]-[0240]). 

As per claims 40, 42, and 48, Grefenstette et al. teaches "a network-connected 
computer containing shared information" (see page 1 , paragraph [0007]). 

As per claim 41 , Grefenstette et al. teaches "a shared directory" (see page 2, 
paragraphs [0014]). 

As per claim 43, Grefenstette et al. teaches "an electronic communication; word 
processing documents, spreadsheet document ... a file; an image . . ." (see page 8, 
paragraphs [0180]-[0181]). 
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As per claim 45, Grefenstette et al. teaches "a part-of-speech analysis to the 
primary document" (see page 6, paragraphs [0157]-[0158]). 

As per claim 49, Grefenstette et al. teaches "a portable computing device" (see 
fig. 2— sheet 2 of 69, i.e. 219). 

As per claims 50 and 52, Grefenstette et al. teaches "a text document" (see page 
4, paragraph [0125]). 

As per claims 51 and 53, Grefenstette et al. teaches "a non-text document" (see 
page 4, paragraphs [0119]-[0125]). 

As per claim 54, this claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claim 1 and is similarly rejected including the 
following: 

- Grefenstette et al. teaches "displaying the query result in a calendar display" 
(see page 6, paragraph [0162] and page 35, paragraphs [0505]-[0506]). 

As per claims 57-58 and 60, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding 
to the arguments given above for rejected claims 33-35 and are similarly rejected. 

As per claims 59 and 61 , Grefenstette et al. teaches "displaying a menu . . . user 
selection of the at least one command, displaying a query result" (see page 37, 
paragraphs [0522]). 

As per claims 62—66 and 68-98, these claims are rejected on grounds 
corresponding the arguments given above for rejected claims 1 and 8-61 and are 
similarly rejected. 
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As per claim 100-131, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claims 1-10, 12-66, and 68-98 and are similarly 
rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-131 have been considered but are 
not persuasive in view of the original ground(s) of rejection. 

-As per applicant's arguments regarding "Brady merely describes a database for 
collecting and reporting on real estate data in a manner that allows collecting and 
reporting on real estate data . . . from disparate sources . . . makes no mention of any 
technique of pre-fetching by querying . . .", examiner disagrees and maintains that 
Brady's collection of disparate sources includes the retrieval of data from a batch query 
operation element from various disparate sources. The batch file operation requires the 
continuous retrieval of data from off line sources which is not requested by a user but by 
the batch file operation it self. This allows for the retrieval of data that was previously 
viewed or retrieval without the input of a user, as illustrated in applicant's claim 
language. 

-As per applicant's arguments regarding "Brady reveals no hint or suggestion of 
pre-fetching in the manner claimed herein, nor of asynchronous operation . . .", 
examiner disagrees and refers applicant to Brady's offline element combined with the 
batch file operation. This clearly indicates the retrieval of data from sources that are not 
available without the intervention of a user as indicated in applicant's claim language 
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-As per applicant's argument regarding "examiner did not provide any specific 
grounds for rejecting claim 13 . . .", examiner refer applicant to the rejection of claims 1 
and 2, which combined is illustrative of claim 13 and therefore examiner referred 
applicant back to the arguments given to those claims as addressing the claim language 
of claims 13. Since both the claims 1 and 2 imply both the retrieval of data offline 
without a user interaction. 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alford W. Kindred whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4037. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 9:00 am- 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on (571 ) 272-4023. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Alford W. Kindred 
Patent Examiner 
Tech Ctr.2100 



